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UP ON A 


Hark = met with a 
Pamphler, incitled, Some Do- 
arines in the duperlapſarian 
Scheme impartially examined 

Odo 4» the Word of God, which 
does not bear the Name of its Author : 
For what Reaſon he choſe to conceal his 
Name, I don't pretend to determine; &®hly 

jecture, it might be to keep clear of a 
publick Imputation of the Want of Skill 
in the ſublime Subjects of which he treats, 
and of a due Deference to ſome worthy 


Perſons « on whom he pours Contempr. 
* A 2 | My 


. 
7” % © 


41 
My firm Regard to ende Liberty, 
and Deſire af Improvement in Knowledge, 
will not permit me to be offended with 
any who ſhall think proper to animadvert 
upon what E. black tothe World; and; 
treated iti Decency and Reſpect, by 
ſuch as examine! my Opinions, Ii:ſthall - 
eſteem it as an additional Favour done me. 
How much I am indebted to this Author # 
on this Account, che Reader will 1 de- 
terme 
It might be juſtly 3 — the 
Title this Performance bears, that Impar- 
tiality and Ingenuity, with a ſteddy Re- 
gard to the Holy Scripture, run through 
the whole; but any may readily ſee, 
that Front: nulla Fides is a very 8 
Motto for it. 
This Writer militates oopinſt the: Supra 
lapſarian Way of ſtating the Doctrine of 
Election; Which, he imagines, has run its 
Favourers: into many falſe 8 and 
great Abſurdities. 3\ WK Ay E 8 03 Wer 
Here he oppoſes it under cheſe Conſide- | 
ratzons : "#4 Doctrine deſtitute of Scrip- 
ture- Support; repugnant to God's Fore- 
knowledge; as it leſſens be Grace l. 
God; 20 5 murious to his Juſtice . SY 2 5 


| The 8 ralap ar; — 
uy not J e EDI Si n ie wich 


4 bo bol nN. ho. 1 {AA ow; oma bo} 10 4397 3 
vs I aaa add Þa W 4 *C 8 
mit 491299. wil. , Wonzl-si0 I ods vd oy ny: 


0 
/ 


: [5] 


which this Author endeavours to clog it. 
Thoſe ho ſtate the Doctrine of Election 
in this Way, think that the Ohjects of 
God's. Choice were confidered by him in 
their Election to the End, chat is t fa 
to etetnal Glory, as in maſſa) pura, or as 
unfallen; An chat in Election to te 
Means tending to that End they! were!” 
view'd, as in maſſa corruptu, aviifallew, | . 
guilty Creatures. And therefore ibis lb 
ficient, to obviate the Objections hæud- 
vances againſt their entiments im this 
Point, to give a juſt Accuunt of them. 
However, I tball: brick confider his OB 
jections : And, , 241228 oll ads o bats 
„ Let Las 38d . vlomve all 

Object. 1. He charges\thiv»Opinion with" 
the Want of Scripture- Support. In Am 
ſwer to this, let it be obſerved: Nhat the 
Supralagſarians think their Opinion re- 
— 1 3 Evidence from theſe Words, 
Whom be did gfore- hwu, hie alfordidipredes + 

nate to be conformed to ae Auge, bis ' 
Sonde And alſo from theſe Words ofthe 
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f cree of God into two PAST 1. Aj Big edge of ſuch as 
are his. 2. Of Predeitjnatian,., Which when I weigh, I 


under tapd, by the * his Decree ſimply con- 
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chat God choſe” 
and not becauſe bel e 
previous to tat his'e erna Chi ice, WH . 
aſſerts they are“? n they thus ſpeak, 
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As * bath choſen 
I ly ſuggeſt, "hat © held 


boi 
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che Obje&” of 97 Election, as” Mediator. 
e! ot be c 1 Dre Wat 7 as 
185 andd it 18 TS, ole, tat 
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Cation *. e Is not Sanetifcirion one 
* thoſe ee s Ho then can it be 
197 0 that we x 
Gab ilgctle 
The effeeting 


io hind bY 
Jolinefs,” or” Gs Perfection in 


an, order to eie ir? 
ls, doubtleſs, prior 
Ic is 8 


guilty of a Cotit rad 285 fi the 157 
er we mig ht 60410 10 . 


they deſign Eleetibh to e] SIN fag 
The Decrce of God to fa 


- 


MT <5 cee 
— nb 


% « Bpb. i. 4. =D 


e Mn ills 24 fallen; 
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ſen tot the! joyment 


able 
Heaven, that intende ded in theſe Words. 
And therefore, e 'Suprala 7. are not 


his Elect 
EW is ſuppoſes, 0 0 7 Were con- 
giving to e ee ; 


to be brought 2 
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age as Hinfyl Creatures; but his Pur- 


poſe of their ſtanding g before. him i in un- 
blameable Holineſs. In Heayen does not, 
which is hh Holineſs, gens des ip theſe 


Words. A gr 1 of be very ifficult 
to Pe 0 aver con- 
GAA as gail 6 W riſt. 
Farther, Chriſt 35 Fol oſen. from 


out of the People:. Now” be y was con- 
ſidered pure in bis Election, to be an Head 
to the Church, it is not unrealonable to 
conceive that thoſe, from among whom 
he was choſen, were a 10 7 ſo Konſidered. 
Moreover, it is manifeſt, that Eſau and 
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tracted any Guilt in God's eternal Decree; 
when the latter Was choſen to everlaſting 
paſt 15005 an. N of. reterition was 

* former - JF os the Children 
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ction would run through, ' perfeAly con- 
ſiſtent with their Opinion of his conſider- 


ing them as pure in their Hlection to the 
End, but as fallen in their Election to the 


Means tending to that End: And this, 


without the Suppoſition of Priority, or 
Poſteriority in God, whoſe infinite Mind 


conceived of all Things at once; the 


End, and the Means: Known unto God are 
all his Works, from the Beginning“. 


Object. 3. This Doctrine tends to leſſen 


the Grace and Mercy of God in Election“. 
This is a great Miſtake ; for, though God 


choſe his People to eternal Glory above the 


Conſideration of the Fall, he decreed to 


permit it in order to render his free Grace 


eminently glorious in nen them to 
Happinels. 


Objeft. 4 . He conceits it is contrary to 


God's Tultice This Way of Reaſoning 


fixes the Damnation of poor Souls on God's 
At of Preterition ; if they are rejected as 


Creatures only, and not as finful Creatures w. 
In anſwer, let it be obſerved, an Act of 
Preterition was paſs'd on the apoſtate Spi- 


rits, conſidered as unfallen; yet this was 


not the Cauſe of their Damnation, but 
the Sin which they voluntarily eommit- 
ted: Thus, as to the Non- clect among 
Men, God's Act of Preterition paſt upon 


* Acts xv. 18. Pag. 8. ® Þ.'9. 
them, 
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them, is not the Cauſe of their Damna- 
tion, but their own Guilt, ' Beſides, Pre- 
damnation, or an Ordination to Puniſh- 
ment, ſuppoſes the Confideration of the 
Fall and Guilt contracted by thoſe who 
are the Objects of this Ordination ro Pe- 
nalty. The Act of Preterition, or nega · 
tive Election, was no other than a Deter- 
mination not to confer ſuch Grace upon 
the Non-elet, which was no way due 
to them: And Pre-damnation, or Ordina- 
tion to Puniſhment, was only a Decree to 
inflict upon them the Demerit of their 
Crimes. In all which there is not che 
c 3 POP EE 

Our Author proceeds to take Notice of 
the Doctrine of eternal Juſtification; 
which he ignorantly — — naturally 
ſprings from the Supralapſarian Opi- 
nion“: Whereas this is a Sablapſarian 
Doctrine, or follows upon the Conſidera- 
tion of the Fall, as every judicious Rea- 
der will eaſily obſer vs: For, if we were not 
unrighteous in ourſelves, we ſhould not 
ſtand in need of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs to 
juſtify us. To that Doctrine he objects, 
that we no where read of being juſtified be- 

Fore 'Faith®, Though we do not read this 
ſyHabically, or in ſuch Terms expreſly ; 


n © Thi. 
B yet. 


[ 10 = 
yet we read that which is equivalent to it, 
as will be ſeen hereafter, 

He goes on to obſerve ſome dangerous 
Opinions, as he apprehends, that fol- 
low upon the Doctrine of eternal Juſtica- 
tion: Such as theſe; that we are only to 

ay for a Manifeſtation of the Pardon of 
bio; 3 and that Sin was imputed to Chriſt” : 
Two other Things he mentions; that God 
was eternally reconciled to the Elect, 
which I ſball preſently conſider; and that 
God loved and delighted in his People 
while in Sin, the Defence of which I 
leave to Mr. Gill; he being more 
particularly concerned in that Part of the 
Argument. And therefore, I ſhall only 
confider what he offers on the Head of 
praying for the Pardon of Sin, the Im- 
putation of i 8 kg wed Namn 
Op. UV o. yi ; 


_ 10 begin wich praying for the Par- 
don of Sin. And it will be proper to 
conſider what Remiſſion, or the Fardon 
of Sin is: Which I take to be this; The 
Will of God, to acquit and diſcharge us 
of the Guilt that we; contract, or the 
Non-imputation of it; as [ſeems clear 
from the Apoſtle's Words, W 0 Hall lay 
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any Thing to the Chatge of God's Ele#? 
it is God that juſtifies*'; i. e. he acquits 
and diſcharges them. Now God eternally 
willed not to impute Sin to his Choſen: 
For, when he was in Chrift reconciling the 
World unto himſelf, i. e. drawing the Plan 
of their Reconciliation, it was thus; Nat 
imputing their Treſpaſſes unto them * : And 
therefore, their Pardon is as ancient as 
God's Decrees. See this more fully vin- 
dicated in my Defence of eternal Fuſttfica- 
tron . If God's Will, not to impure Sin 
to his People, or his Will, not to charge 
their Guilt upon them, is their Pardon or 
real Diſcharge, which this Author has 
not thought proper to deny; and this Will 
is eternal in God, as all the Acts of his 
Will moſt certainly are4 then, when we 
ray for Pardon, it ought not to be with 
deas of God's beginning to will not to 
impute that Sin to us, which we pray for 
the Remiſſion of; but only an Application 
of Pardon to our Souls, through Chriſt's 
Blood, can be juſtly intended by us in our 
Petitions of this Kind. The Inſtances of 
Saints praying for Pardon, and the Directions 
iven to us ſo to do, this Author ſhould 
ve proved intend more than this, in or- 
der ro-eftabliſh what he deſigned: Since 


1 Rom, viii. 33. | F 2 Cor. v. 19. 
: s Pag. 51, 52, 52. | 
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be has not, they are of no Service to his 
Cauſe; nor do they militate with our 
Opinion in this Article. I freely confeſs, 
I think myſelf under Obligation humbly 
to pray to God for Pardon, i. e. a View 
of it; although I conceive, if I am ſo 
happy as to be of the Number of God's 
Elect, he has forgiven me all Treſpaſſes *, 
paſt, preſent, and to come. Let not our 
Author ſtart, as one in a Surprize, at 
compleat Remiſſion; for 'tis an Evange- 
ical Truth, whatever he may think 
of it. Jean tv = 20000 ITT 
2. He oppoſes the Doctrine of the Im- 
utation of Sin to Chriſt; in which, I 
wiſh he had ſhewn more Temper and Mo- 
deration: I imagine, the Reader can't but 
think him guilty of intempetate Zeal, 
how knowing ſoever he may conceive him 
to be. I apprehend, this Doctrine re- 
ceives evident Proof from the Sacred Scrip- 
tures; which declare, that our Iniguities 
were laid on Chrift © ; that he, <who knew no 
Sin, 'was made Sin for us; and that be 
bore our Sins in his own Body on the Tree: 
Which intend a Charge, or Imputation of 
our Guilt to Chriſt, as our Surety, as 
what was neceſſary to his ſuffering the Pe- 
nalty due to us. Our Author does not 


8 Gol, 3. i 0 t. Ri. 56. 42; 
* 2 Cor. v. 21. 4 ol As Pet. ii. 24 


fairly 
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fairly ' repreſent our Opinion, when he 
makes us ſay, It cannot conſiſt with the 
Fuſtice of God to wound his Son, if be is 
not really the Sinner; for we ſay puniſh 
his Son, not merely wound him: An in- 
nocent Perſon may ſuffer, but he cannot 
be puniſhed, without . manifeſt -Injuſticeg 
unleſs ſome Crime is charged upon him, 
Since, therefore, Chriſt was made a Curſe * 
in his Sufferings, or the Puniſhment” due 
to us was inflicted on him, the Imputation 
of thoſe Crimes to him, that were the 
meritorious Cauſe of that Penalty, is ne- 
ceſſarily ſuppoſed. + MH. x 

This Writer thinks, that when Chrift 
is ſaid to be made Sin, it is to be taken 
in a metonymical Senſe; And in his 
Margin gives us this Account of that 
Trope; A metonomy is à changing of, or 
putting one Thing, or more, for another *. 
I excuſe his bad Orthography ; it ought. 
to be Metonymy; It is not the putting of 
any Thing in the room of another, as 
the putting of one Contrary for another, 
which he conceives: Unbelief is not put 
for Faith in theſe Words, Lord, I believe, 
help thou mine Unbelief*. The Senſe of 
which is not, Lord help my Faith, but 
aſſiſt me againſt my powerful Unbelief. 


7 Pag. 33. n Gal. iii. 13. : 2 Pag. 36. 
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Since Chriſt's being made Sin is a ſcrip- 
tural Mode of faking, he ought to have 
treated it with greater Decency than he 
has done. It is not deſigned thereby, that 
he became impure, either in his Na- 
ture, or in any of his Actions; but a Sin- 
ner, or Guilty, by Way of Imputation 
only. As the Imputation of Chriſt's 
Righteouſneſs to us works no Change in 
our Nature, from ſinful to holy, ſo the 
Imputation of our Sins to him effected no 
Alteration in his pure and holy Nature: 
That remained untainted, notwithſtand- 
ing this Imputation of our Guilt to him. 
He imagines, Sin cannot be imputed, be- 
cauſe tis not a Subſtance ; by which it 
appears, he is ignorant of the Nature of 
Imputation. A Subſtance, or Body, as a 
Stone, may be caſt ar, or let fall upon a 
Perſon, but cannot be imputed to him, | 
or placed to his Account. | 
- Farther, The Filthineſs of our Nature 
was imputed to, and atoned for by 
Chriſt ; or elſe it will prove our Deſtruc- 
tion: And ſo alſo, the perfe&t Holineſs 
of Chriſt's Nature is — to us; 
though I do not take this to be our 
Sanctification, but a Branch of our ju- 
ſtifying Righteouſneſs : The Law re- 
quiring Purity of Heart, as well as 


6 Pag. 45- 
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1 Conformity in Life, in order to our Ju- 
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ſtification *. ' 

It is true, that Chriſt healed diſtem- 
pered Perſons of their bodily Diſorders, 
not by taking them upon himſelf ; but it 
doth not thence follow, that he did nor 
bear away Sin, by having it imputed to 
him, and atoning for ir, as this Author 
ſuggeſts*. It is no other than a Socinian 
Gloſs he puts upon the Words of the Pro- 
pher: The Lord hath laid on him the Ini 
quities of us all.. 

Cbriſt was not in all Reſpects uur 
from Sinners, except in tbe blaſpbemous Ac- 


counts f bis Enemies , as he aſſerts: For 


Sin was as really imputed to Chriſt, as his 
Righteouſneſs is imputed to us for our Ju- 


ſtification : But this Doctrine of the Impu- 


tation of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs he ſeems 
as averſe to, as to that of the Imputation 
of our Sins to him; for he tells us, Ve 
are made Saviours" thereby. To ſet aſide 
which, it is ſufficient to obſerve, that we 
contribute nothing, either to the Being 
or Value of this Righteouſneſs; nor to 
its Imputation: And how, therefore, 
the Imputation of it to us, in order 
to our Salvation, infers that we are Sa- 


on, f Ta. liii. 6. Vid. 
r i cap. 4. inter Opera, Vol. II. p. 149. 
5 Pag. 32. 1 Ib. 49. 
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viours, will be very difficult for him to 
demonſtrate. EIN * 
e takes with Dr. OR 

amer 


The Liberty he takes 
very indecent: Let hot this low De 


conceit, it wilf ever be in his Power to 


ſink the Reputation of that excellent Per- 
ſon,” hq has been well defended by ſuch 
as are no. WA inferior to him in'Learn- 
ing, good Seriſe, and Knowledge' in Divi- 
nity ; the Doctors own"Son, Squire Ed- 


ward and Dr. Cbaunch . In the Wri- 


tings of Which learned Gentlemen, ſuch 
Argu Engs are advanced in Favour of 
Chril' being, made Sit by Way of Impu- 
tation, in which Senſe only Dr. Criſp un- 
derſtood it, chat, perhaps, he may never 
dare attempt an Anſwer to. If ſome par- 
ticular Expreſſions have dropp'd from his 
Pen, that are not ſo well guarded"as 


might be wiſhed,” the Subſtance” of "His 


Doctrine is ſolid, ſpiritual, and evange- 
tical ; infinitely more valdable than what 
the Performance” of this Author can 
boaſt ar eng & inn keene 

Next he is pleaſed to treat the learned 
and great Mr. Huſſey in a very ſcurrilous 


» 
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3. Chriſs made Sin, by Mr. Criſp. Enquiry into Gol- 
pel: Truth, by Thomas Edwards, Eſq; Neonomianiſm 
Unmask'd, by Dr. Chauncy. & Pag. 52, 


It 


in it, than the Author of the Charge has 
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It might have been thought that his 
great Learning, extenſive Knowledge, 
and Zeal for Truth, would have raiſed 
him, at leaſt, above the Contempt of 
this Perſon; who, it will hardly be 
allowed, is equal to that learned Author in 
any Reſpect. The Charge he brings againſt 
him, of endeavouring to prove that Chriſt 


was not only guilty by way of Imputa- 


tion, but filthy too', hath no more Truth 


Modeſty : For he is ſo far from ſuggeſt- 
ing any Thing like this, that he very cau- 
tiouſly guards againſt it. The Simile he 


makes uſe of, and which this Examiner 


mentions, is a ſufficient Vindication of him 
in this Particular: It is this; Suppoſe, 
ſays he, a Drop of Ink, or Poiſon, falls 
upon a fiery Globe (Mr. Huſſey don't ſay 
here, a Globe as big as this Earth, -as he 
makes him to ſay) could that Ink; or 
Poiſon, leave any ſullying Mark behind it ? 
Now, though Mr. Huſſey, in his Simile, 
mentions only a Drop of Ink, or Poiſon, 
it was not with a Deſign to extenuate the 
Sin Chriſt bore, or the Greatneſs af the 


Filch there S_l the Sins of the Elect: 


For he calls it, a Deluge of Corruption, 


and a Sea of Filthineſs to us; though but 


4 Page 50. 


m Glory of Chriſt Un- 
veild,. p. 497, 498 
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as Drop, in rompariſon with Chriſt's 
infinite: Power to ſubdue Sin: Which, if 
this Writer bag. abſerved, it might have 


prevented his making the | firſt Remark 
upon the Simile, as it effectually an- 
ſwers it. His ſecond is; He ſbould baue 
mentioned the polluting Stu a paured 
wy the Glabe, and not as dropped upon 

T anſwer, A ey did, not | deſign 
2 1 of — Filchigeſs to 
Chriſt; but ahbe — —4 — of Sin, with 
all its Filtbineſs to him, and the quick 
Senſe Chriſt had of the Father's char- 


ging Sin vpon him, and of the Pollution 
of that Sin imputed to him; all which 


was, without his being, in the leaſt, de- 
filed by it ; And: therefore, our Author is 
altogether miſtaken, . in ſuppoſing the Do- 
ctrine of the Imputation of Sin 8 
to. be Blaſphemy, and vile Nonſenſe *., 
hope he is one intereſted in the 9 — 
ceſſion of Cbriſt, and ſhall. therefore ob- 
tain the Pardon af the Guilt he may 
bave contracted, byhis too warm and igno- 
rant. Oppoſition to the — — the 
Imputation of Bin to Chriſt; Who, when 
on the Croſs, prayed thus co the ae 
in behalf of thoſe of his People, who, 
through Ignorance, were concerned in 
his 2 th, art Vorgi ve them; for they 
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neſs which we arg made 
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know" not what” they de®: Whieh cannot, 
I chink, be urged in bis Favour, to abate 
the Greatneſs of his Crime, in charging 
Mr. Haſſey With "EASE Chriſt ready 


lt 1 rt} 3 

nw the Evil ie ha nes gelle of in de- 
faming thoſe,” who believe and defend the 
Doctrine of the Imputation of Sin to 
Chriſt, © ſhould... lie + off his Conſcience 
as what was not imputed to, and atoned 
for by him, whatever he may think of the 
Matter, now it will inexpreſhbly wound 
Ei. 

Sin, which Chriſt will de andyops 
poſed to Righteouſneſs, * Which we are 
made. Now ſuffering for Sin, or the 
8 to it, is nt to be oppoſed to 
God's Righteouſneſs, on Fairhfulnels'7 But 
Sin, which Chriſt is faid to be made, may 
very joſtly be oppoſed to that Righteouſ- 
LY WE under- 
ſtand by Sin oor pile: A by-Righeeouſ- 
neſs Chriſt's perfect Obedience, Which is 
the ttve'Semſe of the Text: For the Apo- 
ſtle certaĩmiy incepds two ating, by 


Sin and Ri hteouſneſs;- 0-1 


Chriſt's ing made an O ering for Sin 
deſighs his being made Bin, or Guile; 
when Thou" falt mate his Saul, r', 
that is, Gm; which plainly ſuggeſts the 

Luke xxiii. 34. 1 Y 2 Cor. v. 20. 

94 Ia. lit, 10. 
C 2 Impu- 


[120] 
utation of Sin) The Word is) ſome- 
times rendered Treſpaſs ; and he ſball ve. 


2 e ©} 1:Jt lis- uſed 
preſs iGuittineſsp2and iben bb found 
2 Were eng aß 
of Sin that Chriſt wWas mate appears 
mars 2 Words Ratsge 526g Bas“. 
It is very unaccountable, that he ſhould 
prondunctthiꝭ Doctrine as abhſurd und vile, 
If unt mare vir chan TranſobRantiation*. 
In his next Ferformance, let him prove 
ir i teil be cſo i m ſingle Inſtance; if he 
cam hes has done nothing ee in 
Nuaaq rs at fc di ot 7 hab: 
wh MW or u mcc en Ant bb 
now proreedò tod eοð ,der what he 
offers onthe Docitints of Reconciliation, 
Juſtificatiom und Adoption!” Hing ſnall 
attend do what hec de lers en the Article 
of i 'Reconciliation't'! And te prevent Mi- 
ſtalces, dne Reader will pleaſe to permit 
me to ſtate my Opinion in this Pome ; 1 
readii along: hut Sin has eaſed? 4 Di- 
ſtance between God and the Elect, as 
conſidered in themſelves, on God'sg Part, 


which I need only conſider: It ſup- 
poſetz o qo e v 10 bib ho 186171 
oqquc £ 4508 ebsm noi:silionoo s o 


20 L Diſipprbbatiom of thtit Nerſons, 


as viewed in themſelves: Herein I con- 
DI” 4 © u dq 

6 * Numb: v. 7. O01 il 221 Prov, XXX. IO. 
3 Fag. 355 39, 47» 55 | 
Ou ceive 
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ceive God is to be conſidered as a Laws 


ver. 
g II. That God, by his Lay Pranounces 
a Curſe againſt —— on account of their 


Tranſgreſſions: So that God's Juſtice, or 
infinitely. pure Nature, and holy Law, 
ſtand engaged againſt chem. * He n 
och ar! irc 3102 "$10 vis 
Theſe two Things, I apprehend, are 
deſigned, where they are ſaid to be Chil- 
dren. of. Wrath”, and nothing more. A 
Purpoſe of inflicting any Part oß the Pe- 
nalty, demerited by their Sins, cannot be 
intended; for the Apoſtle ſays expreſly, 
God bath not appointed us to Wrath, but 
to obtain Saluation by our Lord Te ſus 
Chriſt. v. - Beſides, Chriſt bote the whole 
Puniſhment: due to their Crimes; or elſe 
he is not a compleat Saviour, which he 
certainly is; for che Father has made him, 
the Captain of his Peoples Salvation, 
— — Sufferings *, that is to lay, 
rfect Saviour: And therefore, Recon- 
4 iation cannot defign either of theſe two 
mee | at 258 | | * 


. HDI ' 
* That God did not love his People prior 
to Reconciliation made. Such a Sup 


ficion--is ſubverſive of the Doctrine o 
» Bph. 6. 3 | "1 The v. 9. 


* » Heb. i. 10. 
God's 


1 
Gods Love to the Blect, as the Caufe of 
the Gift of his Son fore them; Which is 3 
Truth our Saviour himſel f — erp 
we 7paiemeberimr aft non , 3907 3: 
5. It does not intend a Chant an bis 
Thoughis concerning chem. It is not to 
be ãmagined, that God entertained a Pur- 
poſe in his Heart to take Vengeance on Sin 
in the Perſons of the Elect; but was di- 
verted from ſuch an Intention, by the 
Suffering and Death of his Sun; for he 
is not liable to any Change in his Reſolu- 
tions: The, Chunri ! , the: Ford tandeth 
for eur; and the Thoughts of bis Heart te 
ail Generation d. nd therefore: all that 
cat be deſigued by Reconciliation, is the 
datis faction: of Law and Juſtice; that the 
former might he magie, — 
ol the latter be effectually ſecured in the 
Salyntion of God's Qhofſem: No Altera- 
tion. ino tho: Aftrct ions, o Diſpoſition of 
daniel be intended.. 
ibi eονναν ⁰ννn’⁰A n 2d guorls 5d 3 
5 This 8 Author ſtrenuonſſ y oppO ost eter- 
nal Recdncil iatibn 3 and very juſt ly i 
he had deſigned: Chriſt making; Neron- 
ciklation in Eternity: But; fince heuſn- 
tends the Reconciliation: f GoOd, a of 
divine Juſtice, to the Perf the lect, 
he ee —— prefenc 


John iii. 16. * Pal. XXXIIi. 11. 
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ing af Qbrift's Satisfaction is not neceſ- 
— Reconciliation: Divine Juſtice) vr 
God, as a Law-giver, was reconciled to 
the Elect, upon Chriſt's undertaking to 
ſuffer and die for them; Although He did 
not then lay down what Juſtice demanded. 
Nor can I apprehend any Difficulty to atd 
tend this, more than may be thought to 
attend God's puniſhing of his Son for 
Millions of Sins that were not as yet com- 
mitted: Actual Recondiliat ion doth not 
neceſſarily ſuppoſe the preſent. Being os 
Chriſt's Satisfaction, — for, 
doubtleſs, God or divine Juſtice, was uy 
conciled to the Ola Teftament Saints, who 
were glariged before the Time of Chriſt's 
Crucimion. ii bas wal ic nowagtergoe 

Now, as actual Reconc Hiation to 'thoſe 
of the Elect, did not ſet aſide the Ne. 
ceſſit of His making Satisfaction for their” 
Sins, or anſworing the Demands of La- 
and Juftiam kathi behalf; Why ſhould” 
it be thought, that actual Reconciliation 
to chem, and ball the Elect before Time, 
renders Chriſtis making Satisfaction, or 
anſwering ther Demafds of Laws and 
Juſtice! unneceſſaty, and makes what he 
did and ſoffrred :nefretughoyea, edu 
Let our Author thew! this if de wan But, 


in order dareuiove chin Nifficultz) which 
* Are Pag. 13. 


preſſes 


unncceſſary. 
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. eſſes his Opinion very hard, let him not 

agine, that Abraham, Iſaac and Jacob, 
with other Believers, were not admitted 
to Heaven till Chriſt had ſuffered. When 
he ſhall demonſtrate, that actual Recon- 
ciliation to them, was conſiſtent with the 
Neceſſity of Chriſt's acting in the media- 
torial Character, and dying for their Sins, 
I ſhall be able to prove, that the Doctrine 
of Reconciliation to all the Elect, before 
Time, perfectly agrees therewith. If he 
pleaſes, I will acquaint him with my No- 
tion in this Matter: It is this; — 
liation to the Perſons of the Elect, is 
founded upon the fœderal Engagements of 
Chriſt; and therefore, the Certainty of 
his Suffering was neceſſarily ſuppoſed. 
From whence it follows, that, unleſs that 
which ſuppoſes the certain, though future 
Being of a Thing, deſtroys the Neceſſity 
of its Being, this Doctrine renders not 
Chriſt's Death, and Satisfaction to Law 
and Juſtice, or to God, as a Law-giver, 
Thus, all our Author's Rea- 
foning on cliis Subject ſinks at once, which 
ills up ſo.many Pages*.. 

Some Time fince, I publiſhed @ De 
of the Doctrine of gona Fa ca- 
e from ſome Exceptions" made to it by 
»Bragge, and others ſeveral Thing 


« From Pag 1a to 25, 


in 


„ ͤ WW. YT” 


[ 25] 
in which, this Author has thought pro 
to take Notice of: He begins GR * 
J have advanced in Favour” of actual Re. 
conciliation before Faith“. The Words 
cited by me, as an evident Proof of that 
Doctrine, are, I/, when we were Enemies, 
we Were becvnciled to God by the Death of 
his” Son, — more being reconciled; we 
ſhall be faved by bis Life. The Senſe of 
which, I te to be this; That Paul, and 
all the Elect of God, were reconoildd 
while Enemies by Virtue of Chriſt's 
Death; and that, in Conſequence of this 
Reconciliation, they become reconciled in 
themſelves, or the Enmity of their Hearts 
is ſlain; and, being thus reconeiled, they 
may be aſſured of eternal Happineſs by 
Chriſt's ever living to intercede for them: 
So that Reconciliation, in the firſt Branch, 
intends the Satisfaction of Juſtice by the 
Death of Chriſt ; and Reconciliation, in 
the ſecond, deſigns the conquering of our 
perverſe Minds by omnipotent Grace. 
Herein the Apoſtle's Reaſoning 
very clear and ſtrong; which ſtands thus: 
If Law and Juſtice were ſatisfied for our 


Sine by Chrift's:Death, * when we were 


Rebellion againſt God; much 


in 


more, * the Perverſeneſs of our Hearts 


is ſubdued; we may ſteddily expect ever- 
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laſting Happineſs by his Life of Inter- 
ceſſion for us: This doth not make the 
Apoſtle guilty of Nonſenſe, or bad Divini- 
ty, as our Examiner weakly imagines. 

Ir is not a little obſervable, that, 
though this Writer militates ſo much 
againſt Reconciliation before Faith, he is 
yet obliged to grant it: When he comes 
to give his own Senſe of the Words, it is 
thus; God was hereby reconciled to the 
Elect, by Virtue of the Price of our Re- 
demption*, . 

Doth he allow, that God was reconciled 
by Virtue of Chriſt's Death! How then 
could he aſſert, that Reconciliation is not 
before Faith*? Perhaps, he may find it no 
eaſy Matter to reconcile Poſitions ſo clearly 
oppoſite. Unleſs I am miſtaken, he has, in 
theſe few Words, overthrown All that he 
offers againſt the Doctrine of Reconcilia- 
tion before Faith: It may be, hereafter, 
he will write with a better Guard, and 
deny, that Satisfaction is made by Chriſt's 
Death, in order to deſtroy the Doctrine of 
Reconciliation before Faith; ſince he is 
fo great an Adverſary to it. He concei ves, 
#hat the Price of Pardon, or the Atone- 
ment, muſt be pleaded either by the believing 
Soul, or elſe by bis Advocate above for hims. 
But, to what End ? Surely, not in order 


Page 56. F Ib. 58. © Ibid. 


to 


© Ib, 57. 
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to Satisfaction; for that wholly ariſes 
from the infinite Dignity of the Perſon 
who. ſuffered : Chriſt's Interceſſion with 
God, in behalf. of his People, adds no 
Efficacy to his Death, as a Propitiation 
for their Sins ; but his Incerceſſion is foun- 
ded upon the Compleatneſs of his Satis- 
faction. Beſides, doth not the Elects 
Advocate piead his Sufferings in their Fa- 
vour, while in Unbelief, in order to their 
believing? And can he imagine, thac 
Chriſt's urging his Death, in Favour of 
his People, is leſs prevalent with God, 
than their pleading ic when they believe ? 
Moreover, Faith, in pleading the Suffer- 
ings of Chriſt, conſiders divine Juſtice as 
fully ſatisfied / thereby, for the Sins of 
thoſe Perſons on whoſe Account he ſuffer- 
ed; which the Apoſtle defigns in Part, at 
' leaſt, by receiving the Atonement", And 
if ſo, it neceſſarily follows, that Reconci- 
liation has not the leaſt Dependance on 
Faith, but is prior to it, and doth not 
commence with the Being of that 
Grace. | 
2dly. I go on to anſwer what he objects 
to the Doctrine of Juſtification before Faith, 
It has been thought, that theſe Words 
afford full Evidence thereof: But be- 
lieveth on bim, that juſtiſietb the ungod!y \. 


D Rom. v. 11. 3 Ib, iv. 5- 


. D 2 Where- 
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Whereupon he thus delivers himſelf: 7 
underſtand, that what Faith applies to, 
and lays hold of, is intended hereby, and 
not the Act of Faith only *, Not the Act of 
Faith only; is Faith then, in his Account, 
a Part of our juſtifying Righteouſneſs ? 
This is not ſound Proteſtant Doctrine, 
which teaches that Chriſt's Righteouſneſs 
alone is the Matter of a Sinner's Juſtifi- 
cation before God. Thoſe, who favour 
the Doctrine of | Juſtification before Faith, 
think it is ſtrongly maintained in his 
— becauſe it is expreſly ſaid, that 

juſtieth the Ungodly: By which 
— — Believers cannot be de- 
ſigned; nor has chis Gentleman thought 
proper to ſuggeſt, that they ever paſs un- 
der ſuch a Character: And if they do not, 
then Unbelievers are the Objects of Juſti- 
fication, how unwilling ſoe ver he may be 
to allow it. Why, cherefore, does he 
affirm, that Juſfiſication before Faith is 
a mere human Geer, that hath not 
Scripture to ſupport itt? Unleſs he can 
prove, that Believers are ungodly Per- 
tons, this Text will remain an immove- 
able Bar to the Truth of what he aſ- 
ſerts with ſuch an Air of Aſſurance: 
He ſuppoſes the Difficulty may be re- 
moved; but it is a very odd Method he 
takes to do it; not by proving that Be- 


* Pag. 60, 61. a Ib. 62. 
Sy | * levers 


* 


29 
lievers ate deſigned, but charges the Apo- 
ſtle with down-right Contradiction. It is 


thus: The Apoſtle, ſays he, by a long Train 


of Arguments, is proving that our Fuſti- 


fication is by Faith; therefore, it is bighly 


irrational to ſuppoſe, that he ſhould intend 
here, that the Believer was pardoned, or 
accepted of God, while be was in Unbe- 
lie,. If this is not to make the Apoſtle 


contradict himſelf, it will be difficult to 


determine what Self- contradiction is: He 
grants, that the Apoſtle deſigns Unbelie- 
vers, by the Term ungodly; and yet re- 
preſents him as proving, by a long Train 
of Arguments, that the Believer was not 


accepted of God, or juſtified, while in 


Unbelief, | 
He adds, This would render the Apo- 


file's Meaning as remote from good Senſe as 
Poſſible, and as ridiculous, as if be ſhould 
Jay, I you believe, you ſhell bave Rigbte- 


ouſneſs imputed to you for your Fuſitfication; 
becauſe that Righteouſneſs was imputed to 


you while you were Unbelievers, or ungodly 


Sinners. If this 1s not the native Style of 

their Doctrine (the Supralapſarians) then 

will I ſubmit to be cenſured for an Idiot *. 

He may be aſſured, I ſhall never cenſure 

him for an Idiot; yet, I cannot think his 

Talent, in Diſputation, will be much ad- 
9 | 


_ Pag. 61. n Tbid. 
mired ; 
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mired; not but he might have ſucceeded 
better, if he had underſtood the Subjects 
upon which he writes. In order to clear the 
Supralapſarians, as he loves to call thoſe 
ho entertain the Doctrine of Juſtifica- 
tion before Faith, from ſuppoſing the 
Apoſtle guilty of ſuch bad Senſe, I need 
only obſerve, that they think their Opini- 
on of the Commencement of the Impu- 
tation of Chriſt's Righteouſneſs before 
Faith, is clear from his affirming, God 
juſtifieth rhe ungodly, and that he only 
can intend the Knowledge of Juſtification, 
when he declares it is by Faith ; and there- 
fore, they are far from imagining it is, 
as if he ſhould ſay, if you believe, you 
ſhall have Righteouſneſs imputed to you 
for your Juſtification : They think, that 
cannot conſiſt with his Declaration of 
God's juſtifying the Elect, while ungodly ; 
but allow, it is agreeable enough to the 
Apoſtle's Senſe, That, upon believing, - 
the Elect, by Faith, apprehend the Righ- 
teouſneſs ef Chriſt imputed to them; 
and are ready ſtill to maintain, that the 
Apoſtle deſigns nothing more, when he 
ſays, we are juſtified by Faith; if Faith is 
to be taken in a proper Senſe, and the Ob- 
ject of it is not intended. 

Again, he farther obſerves, that ſome- 
times Juſtification is ſpoken of as future: 


By the Obedience of one, ſhall many be made 
7 ig h- 


— 


Ee 


righteous *. I ſuppoſe, by this, he means it 
cannot be an Act which was paſt upon 
the Ele& before Faith; bur, if he con- 
fiders that to be, frequently intends the 
Manifeſtation of what is; as for In- 
ſtance, in thoſe Words of Chriſt, $9 
ſhall ye be my Diſciples ; i. e. appear to 
be; I ſay, when he ſhall conſider this, 
perhaps, he may conceive ſuch Modes of 
Expreſſion, he here refers to, make not 
ſo much for his Opinion as he imagines 
they do. Next he informs us, that 
Mr. Henry would have the Text read, but 
believeth on him that juſtifieth that ungodly 
one; meaning Abraham, who was an Idola- 
ter. The words are not thus rendered by 
any learned Perſon that I know of; Arias 
Montanus, Beza, Calvin, Pareus, and 
Hutter, in his Hebrew Verſion, all read 
as we do, and the Syrzac reads Sinners; 
and, what Mr. Henry ſays, will hardly 
be thought of greater Weight, than the 
Authority of ſo many learned Men; 
nor is there any Neceſſity for this reading: 
T doten is, indeed, in the ſingular Num- 
ber, but it is not unuſually taken in a col- 
lective Senſe; as in theſe Words, If the 
Righteous ſcarcely be ſaved, where ſhall the 
Ungodly? d ar, in the fingular Num- 
ber, as here, yet it deſigns all the Non- 
elet; and the Sinner appear. Beſides, 
Page 62, 63. John xv. 8. 4 1 Pet. iv. Fr 
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if that Reading be admitted, unleſs it is 
proved that the Apoſtle conſidered Abra- 
bam as ungodly when a Believer, the Ar- 
gument loſes nothing of its Force; if 
he reſpects him as an Idolater, and not as 
a Believer, then God juſtified him prior 
to his Faith; and, if he thus juſtified 
Abraham, he alſo does every other elect 
Perſon. | 

He objects to Faith being a Manifeſta- 
tion of our Juſtification, thus: Certainly 
we muſt be very uncharitable to the greateſt 
Part of exemplary Chriſtians, if we will 
not admit any to be true Believers, but ſuch 
as have the undoubted Manifeſtation of their 
being in a juſtified State, I do not dif- 
ſent from him in this: But, I think, he 
will not be capable of proving, that the 
Doctrine of Juſtification by Faith, in our 
Senſe of it, involves fuch Uncharitable- 
neſs in it: For, though we underſtand 
Juſtification by Faith to be the Evidence, 
or Perception of Juſtification, we do not 
aſſert, that this muſt ariſe to an undoubted 
Manifeſtation of our Intereſt in Chriſt's 
juſtifying Righteouſneſs. What we main- 
rain is, that Faith acting on the Righte- 
ouſneſs of Chriſt alone, for Acceptance 
with God, is, in itſelf, a clear Evidence 
of the Imputation of that Righteouſneſs 
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to us; inaſmuch as it is a Branch of the Spi- 
rit's Work to convince us of the Neceſſity 
of an Intereſt in that Righteouſneſs, in or- 
der to our Juſtification; although, through 
Unbelief, we may be prevented of appre- 
hending this to be ſuch an Evidence. We 
farther maintain, that Hope ever acts in 
Conjunction with Faith; when the latter 
is wholly out of Exerciſe, it will be dif- 
ficult to diſcover any Actings of the for- 
mer. Beſides, the good Meaſure of Hope 
that a Believer has of an Intereſt in Chriſt, 
and his juſtifying Righteouſneſs, has ſome 
Degree of Evidence of ſuch an Intereſt, 
or elſe it would be entirely without Foun- 
dation to ſupport it; altho* that Evidence 
is not ſo ſtrong as to carry him up to a full 
Aſſurance of Faith. Thus it appears, 
that Faith is an Evidence of Juſtification 
by Chriſt, and that that Evidence is 
clearer, or leſs evident, according as that 
Grace is weaker or ſtronger : And there- 
fore, this Author miſtakes us, if he thinks 
we aſſert Juſtification, by Faith, to be an 
undoubted Manifeſtation of our Intereſt 
in that Benefit. He tells us, that Ezek. 
Xvi. 8. is urged in favour of Juſtification 
before Faith, but does not acquaint us by 
whom; perhaps, he met with it in 
Converſation with ſome Perſons upon 
the Subject: Which if he did, and thinks 


it impertinent, Why does he expoſe it to 
publick 


[ws] 


publick View ? Can he be ignorant, that, 
if every Thing which is offered in De- 
fence of Truth in private Converſe among 
Chriſtians ſhould be made publick, it 
would not be much to its Advantage ? 
However, I ſhall confider his Obſerva- 
tions on the Text; and he thus remarks 
upon it, If this Verſe is to be underſtood, 
as (let it be) of God's imputing the Righte- 
700 of 657% when he is ſaid to ſpread 
bi kirts over the Sinner, then I preſume, 
mo that Day of the Sinner's being born, 
efers to the new Birth, or Regeneration in 
the e fifth Verſe ©, Tis not a little ſtrange, 
that the allegorical Repreſentation of our 
filthy, miſerable, and helpleſs Condition 
by Nature, ſhould be thought by this Au- 
thor to refer to our Regeneration; for 
that 1s all that is deſigned in the 4th 
and gth Verſes, I imagine, every judici- 
ous Reader will eaſily ſee that the Birth 
mentioned cannot be the new. The 6ch 
and 8th Verſes give us an Account of our 
Regeneration, as a Work that paſſes upon 
us when in the deplorable Condition that 
is ſer forth in the 4th and gth Verſes, He 
is very much miſtaken in thinking the 
Soul is repreſented in the 5th Yer/e, as 
conſcious of its own miſerable State; that 
is a plain Account of our natural Condi- 
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tion, but not of our Apprehenſion of that 
State. Beſides, he is as far from the 
Truth, in ſuppoſing, that when God . ſays 
to us, live, we have ſuch juſt Apprehen- 
fions of our natural Condition; the true 
Knowledge of that, follows upon the Com- 
munication of ſpiritual Life, and doth 
not precede it: We are very far from that 
Humility, and Self- abaſement, which chis 
Author ſuggeſts to be in us, when God 
ſays to us, live. Farther, 1 apprehend, the 
juſtifying Righteouſneſs of Chriſt may be 
intended in the 8th Verſe, and that, by 
ſpreading of it over us, reſpect, is had 
to a Ceremony uſed by the Jeus in their 
Nuptials *. But this deſigns not the Com- 
mencement of the Imputation of. that 
Righteouſneſs, only the Diſcovery, of it 
to our 'Souls for our Conſolation and Joy ; 
as that Phraſe, and thou becameſt mine, 
does not intend that Gad's Intereſt in us 
commences upon our believing, but only 
the Manifeſtation of that Intereſt, which 
I ſhall more particularly conſider hereafter. 
Upon the whole, although this Text doth 
not furniſſi us out with 2 Proof of Juſti- 
fication before Faith, zit — nothing 
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* 3dly, I ſhall conſider his Remarks on 
what I have offered in favour of Adoption 
before Faith. The Scripture I quoted to 
ſupport this was; Becauſe ye are Sons, God 
hath ſent forth the Spirit of his Son into 
your Hearts, crying, Abba, Father *, I 

aſs over his infinuating that I am infatua- 
ted with a blind Zeal, as below my No- 
tice ; all ſuch Inſinuations will meet with 
a Contempt from me, equal to that with 
which he can poſſibly deliver them. He 
obſerves, the Apoſtle informed the Gala- 
tians of the Medium of their Adoption in 
theſe Words, For ye are all the Children of 
God, by Faith in Chriſt Feſus*. How 
Faith 1s the Medium, or Mean of Adop- 
tion, I am utterly unable to conceive; it 
is certain, that Adoption is God's Act, or 
he fixes us in the honourable Relation of 
Sons to himſelf. Now, it is not to be 
conceived, that God makes uſe of Faith 
in this Act of his, it cannot be; for, as 
we are the Subjects of this Grace, all the 
2 of it are proper to us: Unleſs, 
therefore, we make ourſelves the Sons of 
God by Faith, or Believing, Adoption it- 
ſelf cannot be by this Grace. Whence 


it follows, that the Apoſtle” muſt defign 


by theſe Words, that Faith 'is that Grace 
by which we know our Adoption, and re- 
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ceive the Immunities ariſing from that 
Relation. Faith is the Medium, Mean, 
or Inſtrument, by which we partake 
of the Benefits of Adoption, but ir 
cannot be the Medium of Adoption itſelf ; 
the manifeſt Reaſon of which is, that is 
God's Act, and not ours. 

I cannot. tell, whether ſome of his Rea- 
ders may not think him chargeable with 
raſh Boldneſs, which he 1s very forward 
to fix upon others, when he ſays, That 
there is not one Word in the Text that fa- 
vours the Opinion of Adoption before Faith. 
He adds, If it bad been written to ſuit their 
Scheme, it muſt have read in the paſt Tenſe, 
thus; and becauſe ye were Sons, &c. Had 
it been thus wrote, the bold Maintainers of 
Sonſhip before Faith might have maae their 
Triumphs with a better Grace *. Our Au- 
thor ſeems to take a peculiar Pleaſure in 
repreſenting the Favourers of the Opinions 
he oppoſes, as bold, daring, and inſulting 
Perſons: How much to the Advantage of 
his Argument, it is not difficult to deter- 
mine. "Tis not improbable, but many, 
at leaſt, may conclude, that his contemp- 
tuous Way of Writing carries no great 
Force of Reaſoning in it. He ſhould 
have conſidered, that we apprehend our 
Sonſhip, or filial Relation to God, is the 
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Cauſe of the Miſſion of the Holy Spirit 
into our Hearts; and that theſe Words 
are an evident Proof of it, chough ex- 
preſſed in the preſent, and not in the paſt 
Tenſe. We conceive, the Deſign of the 
Apoſtle is to ſhew, that the Miffion of the 
Spirit reſults from this our Relation of 
Sons to God, which this Author has not 
ſo much as attempted to diſprove ; and of 
Conſequence, that we muſt be Sons before 
the Holy Spirit 1s ſent into our Hearts ; 
for the Cauſe is previous to its Effect. 
Its being expreſſed. in the preſent Tenſe, is 
no Objection to this, as may be evinced 
by this Suppoſition: Suppoſe a Father ha- 
ving a rebellious Son, yet continues to 
confer Favours upon him, it ſhould be ob- 
ſerved to the Son, that bis Carriage ren- 
ders him undeſerving of his. Father's pa- 
ternal Affection, notwithſtanding ſuch a 
Favour he has beſtowed upon-you, becauſe 


you are his Son; would not every one 


clearly diſcern that the Relation was the 
Cauſe of the Favour being granted to him, 
no leſs than if it had been ſaid, becauſe 
you were a Son ? As eaſy it is to diſcover 
this to be the true PEO of the Apo- 
ſtle's Words: And, perſuaded, this 


Author will never be a — * any other 


upon them; chough, thr ugh his warm 
zofition to the Doctrine irrefragably 


N by them, he may be induced 
to 
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to ſtretch his Thoughts to the utmoſt, 
in order to it. 

I muſt confeſs my way of Reaſoning 
to be very unhappy, if it is juſtly ſtared 
by this Writer: It is thus; Becauſe the 
believing Galatians were adopted Children 
of God, when Paul writ his Epiſtle to 
them ; therefore Paul was in the ſame State 
when be was a Perſecutor, and an Enem 
to God. He might well ask, if there zs 
any good Divinity, or Reaſoning in this Way 
of Arguing ? But, it may be, the impar- 
tial Reader will acquit me of ſuch a Way 
of Diſputing, when he conſiders, that my 
Deſign was to argue for Adoption before 
Faith, from the Miſſion and Work of the 
Spirit upon the Hearts of the Galatians, 
as an Effect of their Sonſhip to God, and 
10 applied it to Paul, it being no leſs true 
of him, than of them; and think him 
either ignorant of the Force of my Ar- 
gument, or which is worſe, highly difin- 
genuous in ſtating it. Since the Commu- 
nication of, the Holy Spirit follows upon 
our Adoption, as an Effect doth its 
Cauſe ; that Obſervation of mine is true, 
Regeneration doth not make us Sons; bur, 
becauſe we are Sons, we are regenerated ; 
although he is pleaſed to call it a daring 
Aſſertion. Nor are theſe Words oppoſite 
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to it: But to as many as received bim, to them 
gave be Power to become the Sons of.. God® : 
Which intend not Adoption, but the Be- 

nefits ariſing from it: To Believers Chrift 
gives a Liberty, Power, or Right, to claim 
and enjoy ſuch Privileges as as are proper 
to Children... Neither is this Text; And 
Were by Nature Chi laren of Wrath, even 
a5 others. Theſe Words conſider the 
Elect as in their natural Condition; thus 
they are under a Sentence of Wrath or 
Condemnation. by the Law, which, is not 
at all inconſiſtent with their Relation to 
God by Grace; as the Deſcendants of 
Adam, they are Children of Wrath; as 
in, and —— of Chriſt, they are the 
Children of God: Nor is it any Contra- 
diction to affirm each of theſe Things con- 
cerning them at the ſame Time; becauſe 
they are conſidered in a two· fold Reſpect, | 
as what they are by Natute, and what 
they are by Grace, or as hey. have Chriſt 
for their fœderal Head. 

He tells us, That the AG of Adoption 
is the owning us .t0 2 Chi Aren: But he is 
greatly miſtaken.z for, if chat ds Yew 
tion, it is repeated ag, offen FO i 
Spirit witneſſes to a Believer that he isa 
Child of Gad ain RN eig im 
for a Son, and ev idencing, io, bis Cor 
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ence; that he ſtands in ſuch a Relation to 
him: But the Act of Adoption is not rei- 
terated, tho' the giving Evidence of ſuch 
a Relation is in infinite Mercy repeated. 
Adoption is an Act in God himſelf ro- 
wards his People, it is not a tranſient Act 
upon them; and therefore is eternal, as all 
God's immanent Acts are. It, is no other 
than an Act of bis Will, or a gracious 
Reſolution within himſelf to account chem 
his Children, and to confet Auch- Privi 
leges upon them, as are ſuitable to che 
Nature of fo great a Privilege. And 
therefore, I am very far from being ſcru- 
pulous to affirm, that there is ho Neef - 
lity for the Change that Converſion makes, 
in order to prepare us for Adoption; nay; 
farther, that R tion is ſo far from 
being our Meetneſs for Adoption, that 
2 rly ſprings from it. The Blect erg 
eſs Heirs of regenerating Grace pride 

— that Work upon their Bouls, than 
are Heirs of all futute Syupphes of Grace 
and Gloty, by Virtue of God's eternal 
Will, chat they ſhall be his Sons; which 
act of the dine Will conſtituted-'thedi 
Heir q, Ge. and aint Heins; a 
| Chrift.- 9 us NN N * ing 
1 do woe except Salad be Accountbe 
gives of Regeneration, and the Acting 
of a_reggnerate Perſon, as conſequent 
upon ſuch a Work = his Heart: * 
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firmed, and without any Proof; Adaption. 
is a he d he Relation - of 
Sons, and the Bene fitꝭ propet to that Ru. 
lation: It is frequently. hen for- the 
latrerz - a8 i intheſe Words, That weromg be. 
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2 Muiting : for the Adoption, ta mit, 
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N for printing ni en 
ry beautiſul and correct Edition of the Six Volumes 
of 2 late Reverend Mr.  Mattheav Henry's Expoſition of the 
Old and New Teſtament, in a larger Character, and on much 
better Paper, than any Edition hitherto publiſh'd. In order 
to accommodate ſuch Perſons; who do not chuſe to pur- 
chaſe this Excellent Work together, or whoſe Abilities will 
not permit them to do it, Eight Sheets will be 2 va 
every Saturday, at the Price of One Shilling, One 
Whole is finiſhed. =m— h this Edition wi vaſt 
ceed any of the forth „ K 4 yet che Undergylians 
( who, by RA off of en arzing the Chalacter, cannot be 
certain as to the exact Nan of Sheets it will make) 
promiſe the Price ſhall not exceed Five Guineas and a Half; 
which is near one Third leſs than what it can at preſent be _ 
purchaſed for. Subſcriptions are taken in by AA R “ __ 
 Warv in Little-Britain ; where Propoſals may be m_ _— 
with a Specimen of the Work, Gratis. | 


